MR.     BALDWIN
"hungry sheep/' who had never been fed by their shepherd. It was a fortunate onslaught from Mr. Baldwin's point of view, because it did not come from the right quarter, and never hit home at the vulnerable point. It was interesting as a sidelight on the psychology of various supporters of the Party, and "was evidence of the nadir, of indecision which Conservatism had reached. It was doubtful whether any constructive motive had inspired the letter. Furthermore, if Mr. Baldwin had really treated his followers like sheep it was very much to his credit. To state that he was a crypto-Socialist -was to repeat a truism, but not to suggest how any other man could have inherited the damnosa hereditas of Post-War Conservatism, and remained anything different. If Sir Martin Conway had Sir Robert Home in his mind as an alternative, that question had already been thrashed out and decided. He hinted that a peer might be leader. The only peer who could have been thrust upon the party in its then plight would have been Lord Hailsham, He was perhaps more vigorous and more able than Mr. Baldwin but he was even less of a Tory philosophically. Good lawyers are seldom possessed of sound political judgment or imagination.
The Times wrote a facetious leading article on the controversy. It made playful sallies at Sir Martin Conway's mountaineering ability and accused him of " skirting peaks/' That newspaper as usual characterised itself by adopting a non-committal attitude and reducing the whole question to the view of "moderate" opinion. How dangerous "moderate" opinion could be was typified by the letters in The Times from younger men who had chances in the Party. They pointed out that their present leader was a. great asset. One wrote that he was a defence against "big business" on the one hand, and the impetuous "right" on the other. They considered that if Mr. Baldwin left the Party it would split, which from their point of view would have been highly undesirable. In fact the professions of loyalty seemed a little bland and perhaps indecent.